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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Read (WO/2002/1 1400) in view of Moyer et al (2002/0103898) hereafter Moyer. 

For claim 1, Read discloses a routing protocol device integrated with SIP call 
server (see Figure 1 Box 40 and Page 12 lines 18-21 , proxy server between two 
networks), the routing protocol device being provided between first and second 
network systems (see Figure 1 Box 2 and 4, Enterprise A and Enterprise B), the 
SIP call server being a Session Initiation Protocol architecture (see Page 1 1 lines 
1-22, SIP) which can be coupled with a plurality of remote SIP agent client 
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devices (see Figure 1 Box 2 and 4, Enterprise A and Enterprise B and its 
terminals), the routing protocol device comprising: 

a first connecting port coupled with the first network system (see Figure 1 Box 40 
and Page 12 lines 18-21, proxy server connected by and interface to Enterprise 
A); 

a second connecting port coupled with the second network system (see Figure 1 
Box 40 and Page 12 lines 18-21 , proxy server connected by and interface to 
Enterprise B); and 

a data packet processing module electrically connected to the first and second 
connecting ports, the data packet processing module including: 

(a) routing protocol means for selecting a data packet transmission path of the 
first and second network systems (see Page 21 lines 10-25, when a call is placed 
the packets are processed by the server in order to route them to the proper 
terminal on either Enterprise A or B); 

(b) a SIP registry server for registering the remote SIP agent client devices and 
thereby stores an SIP URI of the remote SIP agent client devices (see Figure 1 
Box 40 and page 19 line 14 - page 20 line 23, SIP servo program is the device 
acting as a SIP proxy server which registers the terminal and stores the 
address). 

Read disclose all the limitation of the claimed invention except (c) an SIP 
location server for seeking the location of the remote SIP agent client device and 
convert the location into the SIP URI of the remote SIP agent, whereby the 
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remote SIP agent client devices can directly bidirectionally telecommunicate with 
each other by voice; and 

(d) an SIP proxy server for transmitting an INVITE message send from one 
remote SIP agent client device to another remote SIP agent client device to 
initiate a voice phone call. 

Moyer from the same or similar field of endeavor teaches (c) an SIP 
location server for seeking the location of the remote SIP agent client device and 
convert the location into the SIP URI of the remote SIP agent, whereby the 
remote SIP agent client devices can directly bidirectionally telecommunicate with 
each other by voice (see Paragraph 0015-0018, the redirect server maps the 
addresses of the clients so they can communicate through the proxy server); and 
(d) an SIP proxy server for transmitting an INVITE message send from one 
remote SIP agent client device to another remote SIP agent client device to 
initiate a voice phone call (see Paragraph 0014 and 0017, SIP proxy server send 
INVITE messages in order to create sessions). 

Regarding claim 2, wherein the first and second network systems are Internets 
or LAN (see Read Figure 1 Box 2 and 4, Enterprise A and Enterprise B are 
LANs). 

Regarding claim 3, wherein the first network system is coupled with a first 
remote SIP agent client device (see Read Figure 1 Box 10 and Page 12 lines 18- 
21 , Enterprise A LAN is connected to a terminal), while the second network 
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system is coupled with a second remote SIP agent client device (see Figure 1 
Box 12 and Page 12 lines 18-21, Enterprise B LAN is connected to a terminal). 
Regarding claim 4, wherein the first and second remote SIP agent client 
devices are computer mainframes for converting voice signal into digital signal or 
converting digital signal into voice signal for bidirectional voice 
telecommunication (see Read Figure 1 Box 10 and 12 and Page 1 lines 7-19, the 
computers transfers voice, video and data service between each other). 
Regarding claim 5, wherein the remote SIP agent client device is a computer 
mainframe, a network hub, an IP phone gateway or a PSTN gateway (see Figure 
1 Box 10 and 12 and Page 1 lines 7-19, the computers/PSTN transfers voice, 
video and data services between each other). 

Regarding claim 6, wherein the routing protocol means selects the data packet 
transmission path of the first network system via the first connecting port (see 
Read Page 21 lines 10-25, when a call is placed the packets are processed by 
the server in order to route them to the proper terminals port on either Enterprise 
A or B). 

Regarding claim 7, wherein the routing protocol means selects the data packet 
transmission path of the second network system via the second connecting port 
(see Read Page 21 lines 10-25, when a call is placed the packets are processed 
by the server in order to route them to the proper terminals port on either 
Enterprise A or B). 



Application/Control Number: 10/778,031 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2619 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify/implement the SIP registrar, proxy or redirect server of Moyer 
into the VOIP system of Read by programming the proxy server to act as a registrar. 
The motivation to do so would be in order to enhance security for call access from 
outside the home location. 



4. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Read in view of the official notice 

For claims 12 and 13, Read disclose the microprocessor unit including the 
routing protocol means, the SIP registry server, the SIP location server and the 
SIP proxy server (see Page 19 lines 14-20, SIP registrar, proxy and location 
server). 

Read disclose all the limitations of the claimed invention except the data 
packet processing module includes: a microprocessor unit; and a ROM memory 
unit electrically connected with the microprocessor unit for storing program to 
implement the SIP registry server, the SIP location server, and the SIP proxy 
server, the URI of the remote SIP agent client and the data packet to be 
transmitted. 

Examiner takes official notice a routing device has a CPU connected to 
memory to store the program, which is a microprocessor unit that would execute 
programs stored in memory. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify/implement the CPU and memory into the VOIP 
system of Read. The motivation to do so would be so that any available 
processor and memory combination could be used to lower the cost of the 
system. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments, see page 6, filed 4 February 2008, with respect to the 
objection has been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection of claims 1 1 has 
been withdrawn. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 4 February 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's arguments on pages 6-10, the applicant argued that 
Read fails to teach (a) routing protocol means for selecting a data packet 
transmission path of the first and second network; 

(b) a SIP registry server for registering the remote SIP agent client devices and 
thereby stores an SIP URI of the remote SIP agent client devices; 

(c) an SIP location server for seeking the location of the remote SIP agent client 
device and convert the location into the SIP URI of the remote SIP agent, 
whereby the remote SIP agent client devices can directly bidirectionally 
telecommunicate with each other by voice; and 
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(d) a SIP proxy server for transmitting an INVITE message send from one 
remote SIP agent client device to another remote SIP agent client device to 
initiate a voice phone call. The examiner respectfully disagrees with a portion of 
the argument. Read does not teach limitations (c) and (d), but Read does teach 
(a) and (b). Moyer discloses the deficiencies that Read fails on and that is 
limitations (c) and (d). Read discloses limitation (a) routing protocol means for 
selecting a data packet transmission path of the first and second network 
systems. If the applicant would refer to Page 21 lines 1 0-25 of Read, which is 
interpreted as Read's terminal places a multimedia (voice/data) call and the 
packets are routed/registered by the proxy server in order to route them to the 
proper terminal on either Enterprise A or B depending on which terminal is 
initiating the multimedia call. Read discloses limitation (b) a SIP registry server 
for registering the remote SIP agent client devices and thereby stores an SIP URI 
of the remote SIP agent client devices. If the applicant would refer to Figure 1 
Box 40 and page 19 line 14 - page 20 line 23 of Read, which is interpreted as 
the SIP registry server is the device acting as a SIP proxy server which registers 
the terminal and stores the address when a multimedia call is initiated. The 
examiner now combines the deficiencies of Read with the teaching of Moyer. 
Moyer teaches limitation (c) an SIP location server for seeking the location of the 
remote SIP agent client device and convert the location into the SIP URI of the 
remote SIP agent, whereby the remote SIP agent client devices can directly 
bidirectionally telecommunicate with each other by voice. If the applicant would 
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refer to Paragraph 0015-0018 of Moyer, which is interpreted as a user agent 
server that maps the addresses of the clients so communication of the terminals 
can begin through the proxy server. Moyer teaches limitation (d) a SIP proxy 
server for transmitting an INVITE message send from one remote SIP agent 
client device to another remote SIP agent client device to initiate a voice phone 
call. If applicant would refer to Paragraph 0014 and 0017 of Moyer, which is 
interpreted as the SIP user agent server sending INVITE request messages in 
order to create multimedia calls. 



Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully requested to 
indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure relied on for 
proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds of the 
claimed invention. 



7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LAWRENCE J. BURROWES whose telephone number 
is (571)270-1419. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 
5:30am - 3pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edan Orgad can be reached on (571) 272-7884. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



II. J. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2619 
/Edan Orgad/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2619 



